CONCLUSION

In this work I have tried to explain what is inexpressible is in
sense different from that of complete mystical silence. Generally
we observe this sort of limitation of expression in religious lan-
guage, ethics and aesthetics, and the language of Philosophy.

I have attempted to consider the problem of inexpressibility
in religious language from the point of view of Indian Philoso-
phy.

According to Sankara, in advaita Vedanta, the Cnirguna-Brah-
man' which is real and ultimate has neither name nor form,
transcends merits and demerits, is beyond time, space and the
object of sense-experience. It is Supreme, beyond the power of
speech to express.1 Even if we attempt to describe Brahman,
which has neither name and form, it becomes futile. Because
Brahman is without any characteristic and unknowable through
our discursive thought. Venanta recognises the fractious and
.limitations of language and words, and as the mind and intellect
-cannot perform their function of describing the world of experi-

J. Otto, R., Mysticism East and West, p. xvii.